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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 



The real party in interest in this appeal is the applicant of the instant patent 
application, Doyle D. Hendrickson. 
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II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

None. No other appeals or interferences are known to Appellant or Appellant's legal 
representatives which may be related to, will directly affect or be directly affected by, or have 
a bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal. 
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III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Rejected Claims: 1-29 

Claims Appealed: All claims have been finally rejected and are subject to appeal at 
this time and include claims 1-29. 
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IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 



None. No amendments were filed subsequent to the final rejection. 
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V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Generally, the inventive technology as described by the claims involved in this appeal 
concerns cutting systems and operations of cutting systems having a frame member, blade 
body member, blade element, acute angle end point, pivot element and blade retention cavity. 

Independent Claim 1 : Independent claim 1 describes a cutting system having a frame 
member, a blade body member, a blade element, an acute angle end point, a pivot element, 
and blade retention cavity. A frame member (2), as shown in figures 1, 2 and 3 a, may present 
a spatial relation to a cutting surface when a cutting instrument is used (see page 8, line 22 
and page 8, lines 28-29). A frame member may be designed to hold and apply forces to a 
blade element (see page 1 1, lines 5-6). A blade body member (10), as shown in figures 1 and 
6b, can be responsive to a frame member and may even pivot with respect to it (see page 11, 
lines 6-8). A blade element (3), as seen in figures 1, 2, 4, and 5, can be connected (directly, 
indirectly, or through some intermediate element) to a blade body member and can be held by 
a blade body member in a variety of ways (see page 11, lines 8-10). A blade element may be 
entirely removable from a blade body member (see page 19, lines 8-10 and figure 5). 

In addition, independent claim 1 includes a blade element having a straight cutting 
edge (see page 11, line 23). A blade element may include an acute angle end point (31), as 
shown in figure 5, and may be presented as part of a blade body or a blade itself near 
(including at) an end (see page 11, line 13 and page 14, lines 13-16). A pivot element (12), as 
shown in figure 2, can be connected to a frame member and blade body member and can 
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serve to permit a blade body member to pivot with respect to a frame member (see page 16, 
lines 21-24). A blade element itself can be pivoted and even inserted and shielded by a 
portion of a frame member as shown in figures 3a and 3b (see page 16, lines 24-26 and page 
17, lines 6-8). This can be accomplished by providing a blade body cavity (11) or blade 
retention cavity as part of the frame member as shown in figures 3a and 3b (see page 16, lines 
24-27). 

Independent Claim 19: Independent claim 19 describes a method of operating a 
cutting instrument. Claim 19 includes manually holding a cutting instrument (1) as shown in 
figure 1 (see page 8, line 20 and page 29) having a frame member (2) (see figures 1, 2, and 3a, 
page 8, line 22 and page 8, lines 28-29) and blade element (3) (see figure 5 and page 19, lines 
8-10) entirely removably inserted into a blade body member (10) (see figures 1 and 6b and 
page 11, lines 6-8). A blade element may have a straight cutting edge and an end (see page 
1 1, line 23, page 11, line 13 and page 14, lines 13-16). 

Further, claim 19 includes presenting an acute angle end point (31) at an end of a 
blade element to at least a portion of material (see figure 5, page 1 1, line 13 and page 14, lines 
13-16). In addition, the claim includes cutting at least a portion of a material through action 
of a cutting instrument and removing the cutting instrument from proximity to the material 
(see page 3, lines 14-15, page 11, line 17, page 14, lines 25-27). A blade element and blade 
body member may be pivoted with respect to a frame member and a straight cutting edge of a 
blade element may be inserted into a frame member (see page 16, lines 21-24, and figures 3a 
and 3b). Claim 19 also includes shielding at least a portion of a straight cutting edge of the 
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blade element by the frame member (see figures 3a and 3b, page 16, lines 24-27 and page 17, 
lines 6-8). 
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VI 



GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 



The following grounds of rejection are presented for review: 

I. Whether claims 1, 2, 8-10, 14-16, 19-20 and 22 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as based on a patent to Matsuda Shuichi (JP Pat. No. 3-188887, hereinafter referred to 
as "Shuichi"); 

II. Whether claims 3 and 21 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as based on the 
aforementioned Shuichi patent in view of a patent issued to Richardson et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 
5,301 ,432, hereinafter referred to as "Richardson"); 

III. Whether claims 4-7 and 23-26 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as based on 
the aforementioned Shuichi patent in view of a patent issued to Saladee et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 
579,655, hereinafter referred to as "Saladee"); 

IV. Whether claims 11, 12, 17, 18, and 27-29 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as based on the aforementioned Shuichi patent in view of a patent issued to Addis (U.S. Pat. 
No. 3,839,788, hereinafter referred to as "Addis"); and 

V. Whether claim 13 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as based on the 
aforementioned Shuichi patent in view of a patent issued to Jeffcoat (U.S. Pat. No. 5,581,895, 
hereinafter referred to as "Jeffcoat"). 
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VII. ARGUMENT 

A. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over Shuichi 
Claims L 2, 8-10. and 14-16. 

As the Office is well aware, for a novelty rejection to be proper, the reference relied 
on must disclose each of the limits of the rejected claim. The MPEP states that "[a] claim is 
anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly 
or inherently described, in a single prior art reference." MPEP § 2131, Anticipation - 
Application of 35 U.S.C. 102(a), (b), and (e). As but one of the limits of independent claim 1 
of the instant application that Shuichi does not disclose, Appellant respectfully directs the 
Office's attention to the phrase "said blade element is entirely removable from said blade 
body member" (used in claim 1). Specific reference is made to figure 5 of the specification as 
originally filed, where the "removable blade for the instrument" is clearly indicated (see page 
7, line 17). A removable blade is also discussed in the specification as originally filed (see, 
e.g., page 19, lines 7-10). In addition, a blade element may include an acute angle end point 
at an end. This is shown in figure 5 as well as discussed in the specification as originally filed 
(see, e.g., page 11, line 13 and page 14, lines 13-16). 

Shuichi does not disclose such an entirely removable blade element. The final office 
action points to figure 1 of Shuichi as an example of a blade element entirely removable from 
a blade body member. Appellant respectfully disagrees. Figure 1 appears to show a 
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moveable arm (4) and small knife (7) with respect to a pivot element (22). Figure 1 shows 
two positions (with reference to the dashed lines) of a moveable arm and knife, however, this 
is not representative of an entirely removable blade. In addition, none of the figures nor the 
abstract indicate that a blade element can be entirely removable from a blade body member as 
recited in independent claim 1. 

Further, Shuichi does not disclose an acute angle end point. The final office action 
points to element number 8 in figures 1-4 of Shuichi as an example of an acute angle end 
point. Again, the Appellant respectfully disagrees. None of the figures show an acute angle 
end point on a blade element. In fact, the only end point of a blade element that is shown is 
an obtuse angle end point (having an angle greater than 90°) such as that shown near element 
8 in figure 1 1 of Shuichi. The arm (4) and neck region (5) of the Shuichi paper knife prevent 
full exposure of a blade in the figures leaving it unknown as to the shape of the rest of the 
blade. It is respectfully asserted that the Shuichi figures and even the abstract do not disclose 
an acute angle end point as recited in independent claim 1. 

Accordingly, Shuichi does not anticipate the subject matter of independent claim 1 
since it does not disclose each and every element as set forth in the claim, namely, a blade 
element which is entirely removable from a blade body member and a blade element which 
has an acute angle end point at an end. Simply, neither Shuichi, nor any prior art reference of 
which Appellant is aware, discloses these features. 
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Since claims 2, 8-10, and 14-16 are ultimately dependent on claim 1 and incorporate 
all the limitations of independent claim 1, it is respectfully asserted that the dependent claims 
are novel over the Shuichi reference for the above reasons (see MPEP 608.01 (n) Dependent 
Claims and 37 C.F.R. § 1.75(c)). 

Claims 19, 20 and 22. 

As recited above, in order for a novelty rejection to be proper, the reference relied on 
must disclose each of the limits of the rejected claim. Again, the MPEP states that "[a] claim 
is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly 
or inherently described, in a single prior art reference." MPEP § 2131, Anticipation - 
Application of 35 U.S.C. 102(a), (b), and (e). As but one of the limits of independent claim 
19 of the instant application that Shuichi does not disclose, Appellant respectfully directs the 
Office's attention to the phrase, "a blade element entirely removably inserted into a blade 
body member" (used in claim 19). Specific reference is made to figure 5 of the specification 
as originally filed, where the "removable blade for the instrument" is clearly indicated (see 
page 7, line 17). A removable blade is also discussed in the specification as originally filed 
(see, e.g., page 19, lines 7-10). Further, attention is brought to the phrase, "presenting an 
acute angle end point at said end of said blade element to at least a portion of material" (used 
in claim 19). An acute angle end point is shown in figure 5 as well as discussed in the 
specification as originally filed (see, e.g., page 11, line 13 and page 14, lines 13-16). 
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Shuichi does not disclose such an entirely removable blade element. The final office 
action points to figure 1 of Shuichi as an example of a blade element entirely removable from 
a blade body member. Appellant respectfully disagrees. Figure 1 appears to show a 
moveable arm (4) and small knife (7) with respect to a pivot element (22). Figure 1 shows 
two positions of a moveable arm and knife, however, this is not representative of a removable 
blade. In addition, none of the figures nor the abstract indicate that a blade element can be 
entirely removable from a blade body member as recited in independent claim 19. 

Further, Shuichi does not disclose presenting an acute angle end point at an end of a 
blade element to at least a portion of material. The final office action points to element 
number 8 in figures 1-4 of Shuichi as an example of an acute angle end point. Again, the 
Appellant respectfully disagrees. None of the figures show an acute angle end point on a 
blade element. In fact, the only end point of a blade element that is shown is an obtuse angle 
end point (having an angle greater than 90°) such as that shown near element 8 in figure 1 1 of 
Shuichi. As understood from the abstract and figures of Shuichi, the knife and its obtuse 
angle end point - not an acute angle end point - would be presented to a material such as an 
envelope. Even further, the arm (4) and neck region (5) of the Shuichi paper knife prevent 
full exposure of the blade in the figures leaving it unknown as to the shape of the rest of the 
blade. It is respectfully asserted that the Shuichi figures and even the abstract do not disclose 
the acute angle end point as recited in independent claim 19. 

Accordingly, Shuichi does not anticipate the subject matter of independent claim 19 
since it does not disclose each and every element as set forth in the claim, namely, a blade 
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element entirely removably inserted into a blade body member and presenting an acute angle 
end point at said end of said blade element to at least a portion of material. Simply, neither 
Shuichi, nor any prior art reference of which Appellant is aware, discloses these features. 

Since claims 20 and 22 are dependent on claim 19 and incorporate all the limitations 
of independent claim 19, it is respectfully asserted that the dependent claims are novel over 
the Shuichi reference for the above reasons (see MPEP 608.01 (n) Dependent Claims and 37 
C.F.R. § 1.75(c)). 

B. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. $ 103(a) over Shuichi in view of Richardson. 
Claims 3 and 21. 

The references supplied - Shuichi and Richardson- do not support a case of prima 
facie obviousness of claims 3 and 21. Respectfully, as the Office is well aware, "[t]he 
examiner bears the initial burden of factually supporting any prima facie conclusion of 
obviousness." MPEP § 2142 Legal Concept of Prima Facie Obviousness. The MPEP goes 
on to state that "[t]o establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be 
met. First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves 
or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the 
reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation 
of success. Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or 
suggest all the claim limitations." MPEP 2143, Basic Requirements of a Prima Facie Case of 
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Obviousness. Appellant submits that these three criteria can not be met because, as but one 
reason, Shuichi and Richardson do not teach or suggest all limitations, either alone or in 
combination, of claims 3 and 21. 

Shuichi and Richardson, either alone or in combination, do not disclose the limits of 
claims 3 and 21. First, as explained above, the limits of independent claim 1 are included in 
claim 3 and the limits of independent claim 19 are included in claim 21 because claims 3 and 
21 depend from claim 1 and 19, respectively. However, as explained above, Shuichi does not 
disclose a removable blade element of claims 1 or 19, nor does it disclose an acute angle end 
point of claims 1 and 19. In addition, Richardson also does not disclose, at the least, the 
entirely removable blade limit. While the Richardson reference has drawings in which a 
crown member and blade is removed (see figure 3 and column 2, lines 49-50), the Appellant 
respectfully points out that this is merely to show the underlying elements in the figures - 
rather than teaching that a blade is removable. In fact, an entirely removable blade element 
does not appear in the Richardson disclosure or claims. Accordingly, it is clear that the 
references that the Office has relied on in its obviousness rejection of claims 3 and 21 do not 
disclose or teach, either alone or in combination, the limits of claims 3 and 21, as MPEP 2143 
requires. 
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C. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Shuichi in view of Saladee. 
Claims 4-7 and 23-26, 

The references supplied - Shuichi and Saladee- do not support a case of prima facie 
obviousness of claims 4-7 and 23-26. Respectfully, as the Office is well aware, "[t]he 
examiner bears the initial burden of factually supporting any prima facie conclusion of 
obviousness." MPEP § 2142 Legal Concept of Prima Facie Obviousness. The MPEP goes 
on to state that "[t]o establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be 
met. First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves 
or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the 
reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation 
of success. Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or 
suggest all the claim limitations." MPEP 2143, Basic Requirements of a Prima Facie Case of 
Obviousness. Appellant submits that these three criteria can not be met because, as but one 
reason, Shuichi and Saladee do not teach or suggest all limitations, either alone or in 
combination, of claims 4-7 and 23-26. 

Shuichi and Saladee, either alone or in combination, do not disclose the limits of 
claims 4-7 and 23-26. First, as explained above, the limits of independent claim 1 are 
included in claims 4-7 and the limits of independent claim 19 are included in claims 23-26 
because claims 4-7 and claims 23-26 ultimately depend from claim 1 and 19, respectively. 
However, as explained above, Shuichi does not disclose a removable blade element of claims 
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1 or 19, nor does it disclose an acute angle end point of claims 1 and 19. In addition, Saladee, 
while disclosing a combination ring and knife, does not disclose, at the least, these limits. 
Accordingly, it is clear that the references that the Office has relied on in its obviousness 
rejection of claims 4-7 and 23-26 do not disclose or teach, either alone or in combination, the 
limits of claims 4-7 and 23-26, as MPEP 2143 requires. 

D. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Shuichi in view of Addis. 

Claims 11, 12, 17. 18, and 27-29. 

The references supplied - Shuichi and Addis- do not support a case of prima facie 
obviousness of claims 11, 12, 17, 18, and 27-29. Respectfully, as the Office is well aware, 
"[t]he examiner bears the initial burden of factually supporting any prima facie conclusion of 
obviousness." MPEP § 2142 Legal Concept of Prima Facie Obviousness. The MPEP goes 
on to state that "[t]o establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be 
met. First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves 
or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the 
reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation 
of success. Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or 
suggest all the claim limitations." MPEP 2143, Basic Requirements of a Prima Facie Case of 
Obviousness. Appellant submits that these three criteria can not be met because, as but one 
reason, Shuichi and Addis do not teach or suggest all limitations, either alone or in 
combination, of claims 11, 12, 17, 18, and 27-29. 
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Shuichi and Addis, either alone or in combination, do not disclose the limits of claims 

11, 12, 17, 18, and 27-29. First, as explained above, the limits of independent claim 1 are 
included in claims 11, 12, 17, and 18 and the limits of independent claim 19 are included in 
claims 27-29 because claims 11, 12, 17, and 18 and claims 27-29 ultimately depend from 
claim 1 and 19, respectively. However, as explained above, Shuichi does not disclose a 
removable blade element of claims 1 or 19, nor does it disclose an acute angle end point of 
claims 1 and 19. In addition, Addis, while disclosing an eviscerating and skinning knife, does 
not disclose, at the least, the limit of a removable blade element. Accordingly, it is clear that 
the references that the Office has relied on in its obviousness rejection of claims 11, 12, 17, 
18, and 27-29 do not disclose or teach, either alone or in combination, the limits of claims 11, 

12, 17, 18, and 27-29, as MPEP 2143 requires. 

E. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Shuichi in view of Jeffcoat. 
Claim 13. 

The references supplied - Shuichi and Jeffcoat- do not support a case of prima facie 
obviousness of claim 13. Respectfully, as the Office is well aware, "[t]he examiner bears the 
initial burden of factually supporting any prima facie conclusion of obviousness." MPEP § 
2142 Legal Concept of Prima Facie Obviousness. The MPEP goes on to state that "[t]o 
establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. First, there must 
be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
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generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or to combine 
reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the 
prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations" MPEP 2143, Basic Requirements of a Prima Facie Case of Obviousness. 
Appellant submits that these three criteria can not be met because, as but one reason, Shuichi 
and Jeffcoat do not teach or suggest all limitations, either alone or in combination, of claim 
13. 



Shuichi and Jeffcoat, either alone or in combination, do not disclose the limits of claim 
13. First, as explained above, the limits of independent claim 1 are included in claim 13 
because claims 13 depends from claim 1. However, as explained above, Shuichi does not 
disclose a removable blade element of claim 1, nor does it disclose an acute angle end point of 
claim 1. In addition, Jeffcoat, while disclosing a multipurpose knife with gut hook, does not 
disclose, at the least, the limit of a removable blade element. Accordingly, it is clear that the 
references that the Office has relied on in its obviousness rejection of claim 13 do not disclose 
or teach, either alone or in combination, the limits of claim 13, as MPEP 2143 requires. 
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Conclusion 



For the foregoing reasons, it is submitted that the Examiner's rejections of the claims 
remaining in the case - claims 1-29 - are erroneous, and reversal of his decisions is 
respectfully requested. 

Dated this day of December, 2005. 



Respectfully Submitted: 
SANTANGELO LAW OFFICES, P.C. 

Nicole A. Ressue 
Attorney for Appellant 
USPTO Reg. No. 48,665 
125 S. Howes, Third Floor 
Fort Collins, CO 80521 
(970) 224-3100 
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VIII. CLAIMS APPENDIX 

This appendix presents a clean copy of the claims involved on appeal. These claims 
are based on the amendments filed on February 24, 2005 prior to the issuance of the final 
office action. 

1 . (Previously presented) A cutting system comprising: 
a frame member; 

a blade body member which is responsive to said frame member; 

a blade element connected to said blade body member which is held by said 

blade body member wherein said blade element is entirely removable from 

said blade body member and has a straight cutting edge and an end; 

an acute angle end point presented at said end of said blade element; 

a pivot element connected to said frame member and said blade body member 

which permits said blade body member to pivot with respect to said frame 

member; and 

a blade retention cavity on said frame member wherein said blade retention 
cavity is configured to shield at least a portion of said cutting edge of said 
blade element when said blade body member is pivoted with respect to said 
frame member. 
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(Original) A cutting system as described in claim 1 wherein said an acute angle end 
point presented at said end of said blade element comprises a dual straight edge 
element. 

(Original) A cutting system as described in claim 1 and further comprising a retaining 
element that holds said blade element with respect to said blade body member and 
wherein said retaining element is positioned approximately equidistant between said 
pivot element and said acute angle end point. 

(Original) A cutting system as described in claim 1 and further comprising a releasable 
pivot lock to which said blade body member is responsive and which detachably 
prevents said blade element from pivoting with respect to said frame member. 

(Original) A cutting system as described in claim 4 wherein said releasable pivot lock 
locks said blade element at three roughly orthogonal positions. 

(Original) A cutting system as described in claim 4 wherein said blade element and 
said blade body are pivoting elements, and wherein said releasable pivot lock 
comprises: 

a locking mechanism to which said blade element is responsive; and 

a spring element which yieldably urges said locking mechanism against at least 

one of said pivoting elements. 
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7. (Original) A cutting system as described in claim 4 wherein said blade element and 
said blade body are pivoting elements, and wherein said releasable pivot lock 
comprises: 

a pin to which said blade element is responsive; and 

a spring element which yieldably urges said pin against at least one of said 

pivoting elements. 

8. (Original) A cutting system as described in claim 1 wherein said blade retention cavity 
is adapted for insertion of a replaceable blade, and further comprising a retaining 
element wherein said replaceable blade is adapted to be held against said blade body 
member by said retaining element. 

9. (Original) A cutting system as described in claim 8 wherein said retaining element 
comprises a single retaining element. 

10. (Original) A cutting system as described in claim 1 wherein said frame member has an 
external frame surface, wherein said blade body member has an external blade body 
surface, and wherein said external frame surface and said external blade body surface 
present aligned shapes when said blade body member is pivoted with respect to said 
frame member so that at least a portion of said cutting edge of said blade element is 
shielded by said blade retention cavity. 
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1 1 . (Original) A cutting system as described in claim 1 , wherein said frame member 
comprises a frame member having at least one finger hole. 

12. (Previously presented) A cutting system as described in claim 11, further comprising 
an enhanced friction rotational restraint element located on said frame member 
adjacent at least one finger hole and substantially diametrically opposed with respect 
to a thumb rest. 

13. (Previously presented) A cutting system as described in claim 1, wherein said cutting 
edge comprises: 

a lifting edge; and 

a retention edge configured such that said lifting edge and said retention edge 
form an edge concave feature with respect to each other. 

14. (Original) A cutting system as described in claim 1, and further comprising a cut 
material centering element behind at least a portion of said cutting edge. 

15. (Original) A cutting system as described in claim 14, wherein said cut material 
centering element comprises a concave feature. 

16. (Original) A cutting system as described in claim 14, wherein said blade body member 
is tapered and wherein said cut material centering element comprises said tapered 
blade body member. 
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17. (Original) A cutting system as described in claim 1 and further comprising a thumb 
rest to which said frame member is responsive and which in use acts to cause a force 
which is substantially perpendicular to at least a portion of said blade element. 

18. (Previously presented) A cutting system as described in claim 11, wherein said frame 
member presents a spatial relation with respect to a cutting surface and further 
comprising a substantially planer lifting edge and a substantially planer retention edge 
each form an angle with respect to said cutting surface when said frame member is 
positioned in said spatial relation, and wherein said angle of said substantially planer 
lifting edge with respect to said cutting surface is less than 90 degrees while the angle 
of said substantially planer retention edge with respect to said cutting surface is about 
90 degrees. 

19. (Previously presented) A method of operating a cutting instrument comprising the 
steps of: 

manually holding a cutting instrument, having a frame member and having a 
blade element entirely removably inserted into a blade body member wherein 
said blade element has a straight cutting edge and an end; 
presenting an acute angle end point at said end of said blade element to at least 
a portion of a material; 

cutting at least a portion of said material through action of said cutting 
instrument; 
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removing said cutting instrument from proximity to said material; 

pivoting said blade element and said blade body member with respect to said 

frame member; 

inserting said straight cutting edge of said blade element into said frame 
member; and 

shielding at least a portion of said straight cutting edge of said blade element 
by said frame member. 

(Original) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in claim 19 
wherein said step of presenting said acute angle end point at said end of said blade 
element to at least a portion of a material comprises the step of presenting said acute 
angle end point having a dual straight edge element at said end of said blade element 
to at least a portion of a material. 

(Original) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in claim 19 
wherein said step of pivoting said blade element and said blade body member with 
respect to said frame member establishes a pivot point and further comprising the step 
of retaining said blade element by a retaining element that holds said blade element 
with respect to said blade body member and wherein said retaining element is 
positioned approximately equidistant between said pivot point and said acute angle 
end point. 
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22. (Original) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in claim 19 
wherein said cutting instrument has a blade back portion and a frame front portion and 
wherein said step of pivoting said blade with respect to said frame member comprises 
the step of aligning at least a portion of said blade back portion and said frame front 
portion. 

23. (Original) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in claim 19 and 
further comprising the step of locking said blade with respect to said frame member. 

24. (Original) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in claim 23 
wherein said step of locking said blade with respect to said frame member comprises 
the steps of: 

biasing a locking mechanism in the vicinity of said blade element; and 
positioning at least a portion of said locking mechanism against at least a 
portion of said blade element. 

25. (Original) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in claim 23 
wherein said step of locking said blade with respect to said frame member comprises 
the steps of: 

biasing a pin in the vicinity of said blade element; and 

positioning at least a portion of said pin against at least a portion of said blade 

element. 
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(Original) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in claim 23 and 
further comprising the step of releasing said lock after accomplishing said step of 
locking said blade with respect to said frame member. 

(Original) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in claim 19 
wherein said cutting instrument has a blade and a blade body member having a slit 
adapted for insertion of a replaceable blade and a retaining element, and further 
comprising the steps of: 

removing said blade from said blade body member; 

replacing said blade with a replacement blade; 

inserting said replacement blade in said slit in said blade body member; and 
retaining said replacement blade in said blade body member. 

(Previously presented) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in 
claim 19, further comprising the steps of: 

manually pressing against a thumb rest on said cutting instrument; and 

manually pressing against a frictionally enhanced portion on said cutting instrument 

adjacent at least one finger hole and diametrically opposed with respect to thumb rest. 

(Previously presented) A method of operating a cutting instrument as described in 
claim 28 wherein said steps of manually pressing against said thumb rest on said 
cutting instrument and manually pressing against said frictionally enhanced portion on 
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said cutting instrument act to accomplish a step of creating roughly orthogonal forces 
on said cutting instrument. 
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IX. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

There is no evidence submitted pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.130, 1.131 or 1.132. For 
the Office's convenience, Appellant has attached copies of the five patents as cited in the final 
office action after page 32 of this paper. 

Attachment Evidence Appendix: JP Pat. No. 3-1 88887 to Shuichi 

U.S. Pat. No. 5,301,432 to Richardson et al. 
U.S. Pat. No. 579,655 to Saladee et al. 
U.S. Pat. No. 3,839,788 to Addis 
U.S. Pat. No. 5,581,895 to Jeffcoat 
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X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 



None. There are no proceedings identified in 37 C.F.R. 41.37(c)(l)(ii), as indicated 
section II above. 
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ABSTRACT : 

PURPOSE: To safely and continuously tear the seal section of an 
envelope by 

protruding an arm to the outside of a base body so as to have a neck 
region and 

a spatula- shaped guide region, and providing a knife edge in the base 
body so 

as to be inclined in the front -high and rear- low attitude with 
.respect to the 

bottom section of a paper piece . passage . 

CONSTITUTION: A recessed groove 3 is provided at one end section 
of a base 

body 2 concurrently serving as the handle of a paper knife 1, an arm 
4 

protruded to the outside from the base body 2 in no contact through 
the 

recessed groove 3 has a neck region 5 on its tip side and a spatula- 
shaped 
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guide region 6 continued with no step from the neck region 5, and the 
knife 

edge 8 of a small knife 7 obliquely provided in the neck region 5 is 
inclined 

in the front -high and rear- low attitude with respect to the bottom 
section 9 of 

the recessed groove 3. When an envelope 11 is to be opened with a 
paper knife 

1, the spatula-shaped tip section of the guide region 6 is inserted 
into one 

end of the seal section of the envelope 11 and thrust, then the 
envelope seal 

section enters a paper piece passage 10, a position regulating action 
is 

applied, and it is torn by a knife edge 8 located in the passage 10. 
The guide 

region 6 is not released from the seal section in the tearing 
process, and the 

envelope seal section can be continuously torn. 
COPYRIGHT: (C) 1991 , JPO&Japio 
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